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DETAILED ACTION 

Amendment received on April 23, 2009 has been acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the iii\ eiitioii is not iclentieall\ cliseloscd or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, il' the tlilleienees between the siibjeet matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-6, 10-15, 69, 84-93, 94, 96 and 98 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Irwin, Jr. ct al. (US 5,471,039) in view of Keys (US 6,758,403). 

Re claims 1,5,6, 10, 12-14, 69 and 84-93: Irwin discloses a validation of a lottery ticket 
50, which is a game of chance (col 27, lines 44-45). The ticket includes a bar code (col 6, lines 
40-42). The external verification machine, which is a local terminal, reads the bar code, which 
contains the inventory control number and the encrypted validation number data (col 27, lines 
52-55). The validation data contains information related to the identity of the ticket, for example, 
the game number, pack number and ticket number (col 31, lines 25-30). The validation number 
and game number is stored on the bar code 428 and the validation data is read by the external 
verification machine 108 (col 31, lines 29-35). The external verification machine 108 transmits 
the data as to which play spot areas have been removed along with the validation number to the 
central computer 223, which is a remote terminal (col 31, lines 35-40). The central computer 223 
contains the redemption or validation file which includes information corresponding to the ticket 
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identification information for each ticket as well as a record with play indicia value data 
corresponding to each of the play spot areas on each ticket (col 31, lines 40-45). The central 
computer 223 then determines the redemption value corresponding to the matching play indicia 
value data and sends authorization to the extemal verification machine to that the redemption 
value can be paid (col 31, lines 50-55). The determination of the redemption value corresponding 
to the matching play indicia value data is a check vahdity program to determine whether the data 
is determined to be valid. 

Irwin fails to teach a bar code encoded with data and a first program comprising a 
plurality of instructions, the plurality of instructions including a conditional instruction, and 
sending the data based on the encoded first program. Irwin fails to teach reading a first program 
comprising a plurality of instructions, and executing the program, wherein executing the program 
includes sending the trigger. 

Keys shows an instructional bar code 310 (Fig. 3i). Keys discloses that the set of 
instructions to configure the program 90 within the control circuit 40 is communicated to the 
control circuit 40 by means of an instructional bar code 3 10 or a set of such bar codes (col 49, 
lines 14-18). As shown in Fig. 2B, the instructions includes a conditional instruction, such as 
"IF," and also shows a "SEND" function for sending a trigger. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Keys to the teachings of Irwin in order to 
quickly instigate an actions of verification without the need to go through complicated systems 
by directly providing instruction on the barcode that leads to the validation program. 
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Re claims 2 and 1 1 : As described above, Irwin teaches that the data is a validation 
number, which is an identifier associated with the ticket. A validation number is an identifier 
because is uniquely identifies a ticket within a game (col 30, lines 62-65). 

Re claim 3: As described above, Irwin discloses that the central computer 223 then 

determines the redemption value corresponding to the matching play indicia value data and sends 
authorization to the external verification machine to that the redemption value can be paid (col 
31, lines 50-55). 

Re claims 4, 94, 96 and 98: As described above, Irwin discloses that the extemal 
verification machine 1 08 transmits the data as to which play spot areas have been removed along 
with the validation number to the central computer 223, which is a remote terminal (col 31, lines 
35-40). The central computer 223 then determines the redemption value corresponding to the 
matching play indicia value data and sends authorization to the extemal verification machine to 
that the redemption value can be paid (col 31, lines 50-55). 

Re claim 15: Irwin further discloses that the bar code 80 can include information 
regarding the value of the play indicia 74 of the ticket 50. The bar code reader 210 communicates 
direction with the microcontroller 224 via an ANSI standard interface, such as a UART. The bar 
code reader 210 is a laser scanner (col 13, lines 57-64). 

3. Claims 74, 78 and 82 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Irwin in view of Keys as applied to claims 1, 10, 69 above, and further in view of Poland (US 
4,825,058). The teachings of Irwin as modified by Keys have been discussed above. 

Irwin as modified by Keys fails to teach interpreting the first program with an interpreter. 
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Poland also discloses an interpreter routine that parses that input stream from the bar code 
scanner, checks for syntax errors and executes the memory manipulation instructions invoked, 
thereby loading an input value at the accessed location (col 2, lines 57-60). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Poland to the teachings of Irwin as modified 
by Keys because in order to ensure that the instructions provided by the bar code can be properly 
executed, which avoids any erroneous operations. 

4. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Irwin in view of 
Keys as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Saunders et al (US 6,340,331). The 
teachings of Irwin as modified by Keys have been discussed above. 

Irwin as modified by Keys fails to teach that if the data is determined to be invalid by the 
check validity program, indicating that the ticket is invalid. 

Saunders discloses that the microprocessor 700 waits for authorization from the gaming 
machine 30 or from the central computer 40 that the ticket is a correct ticket and, if correct, then 
delivers the cash-in value over lines 684 to the gaming machine 30 so that the player can start the 
game. If the amount if incorrect, then the microprocessor 700 reactivates the stepper motor 570 
over lines 556 to cause it to move in the reverse direction to back the ticket out of the slot 430 
and then issue a message in display 450 over lines 55 1 that the ticket is invalid. The 
microprocessor, the gaming machine 30 or the central computer 40 may issue an alarm for an 
attendant to visit the player at the gaming machine (col 7, lines 10-25). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Saunders to the teachings of Irwin as 
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modified by Keys and issue a display message indicating that the ticket invalid so that the player 
is notified that the ticket cannot be redeemed and cannot receive cash, and also so that the 
attendant does not provide cash to the player who is not entitled to receive it. 

5. Claims 8, 9, 16, 17, 18, 70 and 71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Irwin in view of Keys as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, and further in view 
of Axelrod et al (US 5,337,358). The teachings of Irwin as modified by Keys have been 
discussed above. 

Re claims 8, 9, 16, 17, 70 and 71 : Irwin as modified by Keys fails to teach that the bar 
code is a two-dimensional barcode and that the two-dimensional barcode is a PDF-417 format. 

Axelrod discloses a barcode being a two-dimensional barcode and the two-dimensional 
barcode is a PDF-417 standard barcode (col 3, lines 29-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Axelrod to the teachings of Irwin as 
modified by Keys because PDF-417 is capable of storing large amounts of text and data in a 
secure and inexpensive manner, and therefore, such barcode format is suitable for such gaming 
industry necessitates large amount of data to increase security. 

Re claim 18: Irwin further discloses that the bar code 80 can include information 
regarding the value of the play indicia 74 of the ticket 50. The bar code reader 210 communicates 
direction with the microcontroller 224 via an ANSI standard interface, such as a UART. The bar 
code reader 210 is a laser scanner (col 13, lines 57-64). 

6. Claims 72, 73, 75-77, 79-81 and 83 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Irwin in view of Keys as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, and fiirther in view 
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of Meyer et al (US 6,915,271). The teachings of Irwin as modified by Keys have been discussed 
above. 

Irwin as modified by Keys fails to teach a Java virtual machine and a compiler 
configured to receive and compile the instruction. 

Meyer discloses a Java Virtual Machine (col 54, line 25) and a program written in the 
JAVA language is compiled to a bytecode file that can run wherever the JAVA platform is 
present (col 54, lines 19-22). Meyer also discloses that what sets the JAVA platform apart from 
many other common platforms is that it sits on top of other platforms (col 54, lines 15-17). The 
JAVA platform is ideal for the Internet, where one program should be capable of running on any 
computer in the world (col 54, lines 30-33). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Meyer to the teachings of Irwin as modified 
by Keys because different users can utilize one program on the internet regardless of the user's 
computer platform due to the fact that the implementation of the Java Virtual Machine provides 
the capability of running a program on any platform. Such modification eliminates the need for 
writing one program in different languages utilizing different platforms. 
7. Claims 95, 97 and 99 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Irwin in view of Keys as applied to claims 94, 96 and 98 above, and further in view of Wilz (US 
6,152,369). The teachings of Irwin as modified by Keys have been discussed above. 

Irwin as modified by Keys fails to teach a network address. 

Wilz discloses a URL-encoded and Applet-encoded bar code symbol (col 37, line 1). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Wilz to the teachings of Irwin as modified 
by Keys the data and the trigger can be sent to another location with the user or the machine 
designating the location, and the barcode itself is capable of self-designating a sending location. 
Such modification ensures that the data is transmitted to the correct location while quickly 
processing the ticket by automating the process. 



Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed on April 23, 2009 have been fiiUy considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant submits that the teachings of Irwin as modified by Keys fails to teach a 
barcode on a ticket that contains both data and a program. However, the Examiner respectfiiUy 
disagrees. Irwin shows a general teachings of validating a lottery ticket, wherein the lottery ticket 
includes a barcode. Although the barcode only contains data and not a program, Irwin shows 
how the ticket is being validated using a machine. The Examiner understands that the actual 
program being used by the machine to validate the ticket is not encoded in the barcode provided 
by the ticket. On the other hand. Keys shows a bar code that includes instructions that make up a 
program, such as IF and SEND. Keys is presented to show that a barcode is capable of carrying 
program instructions and cause a machine to perform these instructions. The Examiner 
understands that Keys's instruction is not related to validating a ticket. However, given a ticket 
validating method using a barcode and a barcode capable of performing instructions, it is 
possible to provide a barcode ticket having a barcode performing the validating method thereof 
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because if a collection of instructions to perform a certain process can be encoded into a barcode, 
one in ordinary skill in the art would recognize that the barcode is only used as a storage for the 
instructions, and the instructions can be modified to perform a different process. Therefore, the 
Examiner believes that the validation process of Irwin can be encoded into a instruction barcode 

as taught by Keys. 

Applicant further submits that Irwin, Keys, and Poland fails to teach a plurality of 
instructions. However, the Examiner respectfiiUy disagrees because as provided above. Keys 
already teaches a plurality of instructions such as IF and SEND commands. Furthermore, Irwin 
also teaches plurality of steps in performing the validation, which requires a plurality of 
instruction steps as well. Therefore, a plurality of instructions is taught by the prior art. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event. 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KUMIKO C. KOYAMA whose telephone number is (571)272- 
2394. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steve Park can be reached on 571-272-2404. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Kumiko C. Koyama/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2887 

July 20, 2009 



